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OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL - 5 , 
‘ 





1957 
Wareh 7 


Mr. Rotirt J. Jowell, Secretary 
Enployecs' Retiremsnt Cyston 
Etats louse “nnox 

Concord, kew Uannshire 


Dear Mr, Jewoll: 


This is in responce to your letter of 
Pebruary 15, 1957, requssting our opinion as to wiather Gordon F. 
Jenoson, who ratirecd fre stato scrvice on January 1, 1957, is 
entitled to have his retirement bencfits coxpated on the besis of 
tha retirenont system 25 it oxisted prior to ita correlation with 
social security, or whether his benefits must be conputed under 
the codified plan. As you point out in your letter, ifr, Jomason 
Anitislly beerve a member of tha retircment syston while an 
employes of the haingeucu Lonpsaire Interetste Eridse Authority 
("EZ 100:70), bat subsequently, on “oy 7, 1956, went to wore for 
Public works end Highweys. «9 of the date of his retirenont his 
participation under the Social Sccurity progres had not bvcon of 
puch a period-as to entitled hin to benefits under O.A.S.1. 


It 45 our opinion that you properly 
commuted Mr. Jreveson's benofits under tho modified system. Wo 
understand that ir. Jeneson enplicd for ond received a refund of 
excors contributions and that during the lest six months of enploy- 
mont his contributione ero on the moiificd basis, Althoush the 
C-cleration of policy contsincd 4n NEA 10111 indicates that tho 
lenAnlature did not intend to impair benefits of employces covered 
by the retirecont syaten, the leciolation 4s silent as to the pro- 
codure to bo followed in effeciucting this policy in caseo such as 
th is e ; ‘ 


It would scem that the only course open 
to Mr. Jameson 4s through special legislation. 


Very truly yours, © NEW HAMPSHIRE LAW LIBRARY 


OCT 0.1 1998 


| _ Elmer T. Bourque 
ETB/T Assistant Attorney General CONCORD, N.H. 
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